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bas not oonfined hie attention te tha sole loch-
nical point submitted for the decision cf the
Court, but, in the oxpirtsion cf bie opinion
upon*tle circumetances and law cf the caue,
bas taken the opportunity qf enlarging upon
the constituents cf contemple in gerieral, thair
relation 10, soQiety ae now oonstitute4 ami the
law whieh ha considars applicable te them. 1
caunot oinoida in bis opinions, aMi will net
diverge frein tic question before the Court,
wblob le oouflned within the oxupreliensive
question put te the-plaintiff in error by the
Chief Jusice-have yon a Writ of Error in a
case cf Ibis sort? or, in other words--doe a
Writ cf Errer lie in Ibis case? It bacoas
therofore, essential le ascertain wbat the cas
is, ami lbe limit of tha particular ceutroversy,
whlob ean only ba siipplied by the record it-
self, and il muet ba exaxnined for that purpose,
because the Court <eannot be influencad by
facte or suggestions beyond it. The eomplete-
nemi cf the record îs aslumed, becanse ne
suggestion of diminution or falsification bus
ban made. A briet statement of tii. procoed-
ings cf record leading up tothe judgmautecom-
plained of, may ba mâde, only howaver as ex-

plauatory cf the subject, but withodt lu any
way adjudging upon lie fades or inuidents
themeolves upen whlcb liaI judgment was
founded.a

In tbe lamt ciminal tarm cf tie Court of
Queen's Bench fer Ibis district, premided over
by a Judga cf this Cour, lbe Hon. Judge
Drummend, a rule for attachment w s iseued
by the Ceurt against, the plaintiff in Errer, 9ý
mamber of Ibis bar, and thoni oonducting the
Crown bpmiums beubre tiaI Court, for A con-
tempt alleged te bave bien prevlously 0cm-
mitted by him iu the publieStion under lis
name, in twe numbers of the Moirasl Qie,
botb Blled of record, of libelloue, inmultùag and
coulemptueus statemens sud lanuage, ion-
cerning a Judge cf the Court of Quein' unci
in rsference le is judicial conduct lu a cez'-
tain judicial matter before him, in those state-
mente mentiened, and wii il was allegad
teudd to prejudice lie administration cf jus-
lice, bc., &c. The. plaintiff in Error mppeaed
te lha rule, and after the rejection of hie re-
ousation' againet the preidiiig JÙdge, inters-o-
galeries were exhibited against him tandlng

to identify him ms Qie #uthor aud writer of
those steu3ente, but were not reeponded,
to, but the plaintiff in ErMor produced and
flIed of recod, au anmwer in writing te, the
rule for attmohrnt, in wMbs ho sot out a
variety of objections in fkot se weU amlawe
against the proceeding, the rulevacy or par-
tinency of whioh objections, il je not st pr-
sent necessry to inquire .into but doolsring
that wbilst ha did not amit hie autborehip of-
theft statementi he at the @me Uime cl.laMe
that he did not deny bie autborsbip of
them, and after raiterating ini hie anewer cer-
tain injuriout',ipOSSiofl againet the honor-
able judga with reference te the original pro-
ceadings, out of which Ibis affair arome, the
plaintiff in error cencluded by asserting bie
uigbt to maka thoma offensive, statemente.

After baving Biled bis alaberate answar, be
meved to quash the. rule upon grounde uetout
In hie motioq, which having bienu rejeotsd by
tbe Oçurt, ho subssqumntly produned a" i led
of record hie doelaration ia writing, afflhmg
that as the honorable >udge hid expreese hie
abisence of intention ta impute personal mis-
copduct to 14mn in the original mat.;r ho (the
plaintiff in etror) witbdrew hie injuricus and
inmulting statamants ainst the honorable
judge. This deelaration wam Biled on the 2nd
cf November, and was eucceeded on the fol.-
lowlng day by tha judgment complained of,
in wbich the Court deolared the plaintiff in
arror guilty of contempt, and fined hlm le the
amount of $40, and to reumin ommitted until
paid. Il in manifest that the proooedinge ré-
ferred te above ware ini a malter of alleged
contempt: thaI lb. jadgmeât waa rendered
upon snob cont@mpt, aud by a Ooiut cf coin-

patent juriadiolioii entitled 10 cognizance of
sobk a matter. It may be added that the pro-
eeedings wore beiere a Court cf Record, acting
net according to the co,,mon law by a jury,
but lu a summary inanner, according 10 the
comuon law by attaohment.

Upon the particular point submitted 10 tbe
Court4 il lu plain that the merite of the eon-
tenqptde not fail within tie propina of this
ConrI to express uiy opinion upon, or whether
the publications we*ynad 10 were libellous or
net, or the languago eootained- in thom, corn-
mendable or respectful-: at prmeut, eur duty
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